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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	As libraries across the globe are moving from conventional mode to digital mode, the present paper on “The Future of Library Collections: Trends in Digitalization, Open Access, and User Access” is important as it navigates across the interconnectedness of online libraries, their accessibilities and also provide certain solutions to overcome its challenges. 
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	It is comprehensive. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Need some revision. Incorporate suggestions included in the feedback section for revision.  
1) Kindly avoid using same numbering format in subheadings, ex. the numbering of methodology is 2, thus subheading within methodology can be written as 2.1. to avoid repetition of the same numbering style. 

2) Kindly provide the source or library name (ex. DOAJ or Digital Public Library of America ) of the data in figure 1 (at the bottom) and remove the word ‘Figure 1: from within the table and write only ‘Proportion of Digital Acquisitions in Library Budgets (2010-2024)’ as the same ‘Figure 1’ has been mentioned at the bottom of the table during labelling. 

3) In the recommendation section, using indirect rather than direct speech is more formal in research since it is suggestive in nature and not a command. Example… instead of “Create cloud infrastructure for scaling and collaboration”, indirect speech like “Cloud infrastructure can be created for scaling and collaboration purposes”. 
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Avoid adding sources that have not been cited in the entire paper to the reference section. References include only those sources that have been cited (in-text citation or normal citation). Many sources included in your reference section aren’t cited anywhere in your paper example: Borgman, C. L. (2000); Crow, R. (2019) among others.
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